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FINAL ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 1-4, 7, 8, 10-13, 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sims et al. (4,945,592) in view of Jost et al. (4,905,944). Sims shows 
a hospital bed comprising a frame, a plurality of casters supporting the frame, a patient 
support surface coupled to the frame, the patient support surface having a first end, a 
second end, and opposing first and second sides each extending between the first end 
and the second end, a first handle (38,40) positioned adjacent the first end and the first 
side of the patient support surface, and a first coupler (28) configured to operably 
couple the first handle to the frame. The handle is supported for pivoting movement 
about a vertical axis of rotation to pemriit a caregiver to apply a moving force to the 
patient support. While not shown, Sims discloses in column 4, lines 8-1 1 that the bed 
comprises two connections (16), one on either side of the same end of the bed, 
therefore it is inherent that two handles with the same configurations can be attached to 
the bed at the same time and therefore only one handle will be discussed in detail since 
it is to be understood that the second handle will have the same structure. Sims, 
however, does not show a handle with a movable grip. Jost shows a handle (10) with a 
grip portion (70) coupled to the handle, and an accessory (12) coupled to the handle. 
The handle includes an outer telescoping member and the accessory includes an inner 
telescoping member, which is movable relative to the outer telescoping member to 
adjust a position of the inner telescoping member relative to the handle. The grip 
portion (70) is supported for vertical sliding movement and for rotational movement 
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relative to the handle. A stop (16) is coupled to the outer telescoping member, the stop 
defining a limit for movement of the grip portion. The accessory comprises an IV pole 
and further comprises an infusion pump coupled to the IV pole. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have replaced one known handle/IV pole (12) as taught by Sims with another well- 
known handle/IV pole as taught by Jost in order to be able to easily adjust the vertical 
positioning of the grip and IV pole. 

Claims 5, 6, and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sims et al. (4,945,592) in view of Jost et al. (4,905,944) and further in 
view of Dennis (4,886,237). Sims and Jost combined show all features claimed by the 
applicant's invention including a body (Sims "18") coupled to the handle, the coupler 
(Sims "28") being configured to couple the body to the frame for pivotable movement 
about an axis of rotation, but does not however show a latch configured to lock the body 
in place. Dennis shows a body (20), which attaches a handle/IV pole to a bed frame 
with a coupler, or clutch (pivotal mounting in center of bracket "11"), which is configured 
to couple the body to the frame, hold the body in a desired position with respect to the 
frame and permits movement of the body relative to the frame when a predetennined 
force is applied to the body. Dennis comprises a latch (15) configured to lock the body 
selectively in one of a plurality of different positions relative to the frame. Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have replaced one well known pivoting attachment system (Sims "18" and "28") 
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as taught by Sims and Jost combined, with another well-known pivoting attachment 
system ("20" and "11") as taught by Dennis, in order to allow the handle/IV pole to be 
locked in place. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sims et al. (4,945,592) in view of Jost et al. (4,905,944) and further in view of Wadley 
(5,556,065). Sims and Jost show all features claimed by the applicant's invention but 
do not however show one of the accessories being an oxygen tank holder. Handles 
and IV pole in hospitals are known to have many different types of accessories attached 
to them so this is the applicant's design choice. Wadley is used to show a handle (96) 
with many accessories including an oxygen tank holder, which comprises a coupler 
(110) and an oxygen tank support ("106" and "112") coupled to the coupler, the oxygen 
tank support being configured to receive and support an oxygen tank (115). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have included an oxygen tank support as one of the accessories as taught by 
Wadley on the handle/IV pole taught by Sims and Jost combined as a matter of design 
choice and medical needs in the hospital. 

Response to Arguments 
The applicant argues that the Sims et al. reference does not clearly teach first 
and second handles disposed on opposing sides of an end of the bed and that it is not 
inherent. The examiner respectfully disagrees as Sims et al. discusses a handle (40) 
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being coupled to a female socket (16) on one side of the bed in great detail. Then Sims 
discloses that not only is there one female socket (16), but there can be two female 
sockets (16) located on the same end of the bed (since Sims states that the sockets are 
located on the headboard) and on opposite sides of a longitudinal centerline. Since 
there is no further explanation as to what the other female socket (16) is used for it is 
inherent that it is also used to receive a handle as already disclosed. It is already 
known in the medical art to have accessories on both sides of the beds, and as another 
example this is shown in Wadley. So the examiner's rejection stands on the grounds 
that it would be obvious to have two handles, one in each female socket as taught by 
Sims. 

The applicant also argues that the sockets are to receive accessory supports and 
not handles. A handle by definition is, "A part that is designed to be held or operated 
with the hand" {The American Heritage® Dictionary of the English Language, Fourth 
Edition), There is no reason why the accessory supports by Sims wouldn't be 
considered handles since the vertical member (36) would be held in order to move it. In 
fact, the handles in the present invention are also accessory supports. 

The applicant also argues that the vertical member by Sims and the grip portion 
by Jost et al. are not meant for the purposes of having a moving force applied to them. 
This is merely intended use and the handle and grip by Sims and Jost respectively are 
both capable of having a moving force applied to them in order to move the frame of the 
bed. And the fact that both of the handles by Sims and Jost are on casters, proves that 
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they are meant to have a moving force applied to them so they can be moved from one 
location to another. 

The applicant argues that Sims does not show an accessory pole coupled to a 
handle as claimed in claim 10. In Figure 1, the handle (38,40) clearly shows an 
accessory pole coupled to the top of the handle. 

The applicant argues that claim 17 should be allowable because Jost et al. does 
not show the rubber sleeve (72) being configured to move relative to the handle (70). 
The examiner never discussed the rubber sleeve as part of the rejection. In fact, the 
examiner's rejection included the push handle (10) having a grip portion (70) that was 
coupled to the handle and moveable with respect to the handle, which meets the claim. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ingrid M Weinhold whose telephone number is 
703-306-5762. The examiner can nomially be reached on Mon-Tues 5:30AM - 4:00PM 
Eastern Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Leslie Braun can be reached on 703-308-2156. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Infomiation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Infomiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomiation for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Ingrid M Weinhold 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3632 
08/03/04 




t^MONO. RAMIREZ 
■fV^vitiA^t^AMINER 



